
Decision No. 

-e BEFORE !HE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORN,:cA' 

e 

Application of the CITY OF FREMONT for ) 
an order authorizing construction of a ) 
crossing at separated grades between ) 
Durham Road and Grimmer :Sl vd. and the ) 
tr.:lcks of the Southern Pacific !rans- ) 
portation Company and The Western ) 
Pacific Railroad Company, sometimes ) 
referred to as the ''Durham Road Overhead" ) 

Application No. 56969 
(Filed December 29, 1976) 

.and "Grimmer Blvd. Underpass" M.P.
o 
34.2 ~' 

and 34.8 Southern Pacific'; and M.p.4.7 and 
5.3 Western Pacifie. 

o PIN I ·O.N ' -_ .... ----
!he City of Fremont requests authority to construct Durham 

Road at separated grades over, and Grimmer Boulevard at' separated 
grades under, the tracks of the Southern Pacific Transportation Company 
and The Western Pacific Railroad Company .in' tbeCit~ ofFremon't~Al~e~a" 
County. 

!he priority list· of grade separation' projec-ts, fo~\tbefiscai, 
year 1977-78, as set forth in Decision No. 8-7496, showS. tbi~"project: 

. ' ., . . 

as Priority No.7. 
, ., 

!he City of Fremont is- the lead agency forthiS,projec,t 
pursuant to the californiaEnvironmentalQ,j,alityActof, 1970', ,as ~e?ded'. 
After review of an Environmental Impact Report) the City-o-f, Fremont 
approved the project and on November 29) '1977; filed· a. Not: ice of 

, , . 

Determination with the Alameda County Clerk which " found that "the project 
does have a significant effect Oll the environment". 

Unavoidable adverse impacts of the proJect include-loss. of," 
a minor amount of agricultural :Land and some displacement of residen.tial 
and industrial yards. Tbe City of Fremont wouldberespons:i.blef6r;'" 
providing relocation benefits attendant to' any: ,rea.lpr<:>perty' -:displace;.. '; 
ment. 

The other primary impact would. be the intrusive, effect of 
traffic on residences fronting the new streets. While noise levels' 
would be increased, a series of mitigation measUres baV'e;'been:recom-' 
mencied Ior inclusion in the project. 
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, ' 

Notiee of the application was published' in the Commission ',:s " 
• J'~ , 

Daily calendar on Deeember 30, 1976. No protests bav~'beenreeeivecf. 
A publie hearing is not necessary. 

FINDINGS, ----.-- .... ~ 

After consideration, the C~ission finds: 
1. Applieant should be authorized to construc,t Durham Road at. 

separated grades over (Durham Road Overhead) and Grimmer Boul:evardat 
I ". 

separated grades under (Grimmer Boulevard Underpass) the tracks,. of the 
Southern Pacific !ransporUltion COItpany and The Western Pacific,Rail­
road Company in the City of Fremont, Alameda County, at" the location 
and subs eantially as shown by plans3ttacbed to' the applieation.l'be 
Durham Road Overhead crossing of tbe t:raeks of the, two, railroads should' 
be identified as Crossings Nos. DA-3L.. .. 2-A and, 4G-4.7-A"and the,Grimmer 
Boulevard Underpass crossing of the traeks of the two' railr~ads·' should .• ' 
be identified as Crossings Nos. DA-34.8-B and 4G-5.3-B,respectivelY'~' 

., • <' '.- J', 

_ 2. Clearances should be in accordance with General Order N~.~: 26~~, 
• except that during the period of construction, a clearance of;no-t less' 

tban 21' 0" above eop of rail isautborized over the trac,ksof' the: 
Southern Pacific Transportation Company and 21' 0" above top: of ,rail 
over the tracks of The Western Paeific Railroad Company_ The'rail~oads,·' 
are authorized to operate over their respective' tracks witb 'such " 
reduced overhead clearances provided that: instructions are issued by: 
the railroads and filed with the Commission, for1:>idding. employees to, 
ride on the tops of ears. 

3.. Applicant should notify the Commission and the,' aff,eetedd'rail-; 
road at least 15 but not more than 30 days:tn advance' of' the'dat'eiwhen 

," ' ' . 

the temporary impa.ired clearance will be created~ 
4. T,Jalkways should conform to' G~neral' Ord.er" N~.· 118,. Walkways, 

a.djacent to any trackage subject to rail operations sbould':bema'intained " 
free of any obstructions and should be promptly restored to, ,their 
original condition in the event of damage during construction. , 

5. Upon completion of the project, the' existing' Prune A'1'enue 
(Crossings DA-34.7 and 4G-5 .. 2) and Warm Springs B'o~levard" e (Crossings'DA-35.2 and 4G-S. 7) grade cross1ngs 'sho~ld be abandoned 
and physically closcd. 
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6. Construction and mainten.ance costs should be borne', in . '" .' 

accordance with agreements to be entered, into 31'Ilong th,e parties: relative' 
thereto, and copies of said agreements, together with plans of the cro~s~ 
ings approved by the Southern Pacifi.c Transportation ComPany and The' " 
Western Pacific Railroad Company, should be filecl,witbtbe~ommiss:ion 
prior to commenCing. c,onstruction. Should the parties fail to a,gree,: 
the Commission will apportion the costs of construction.' arid maintenance' 

, , , 

by' further order. ..,' , 

7. Applicant is the lead agency for, this, project PUX'suant't:o~the" 
California Environmental Quality Act of 1970~ as amend~d'~'a~don' , ' 

June 28,. 1977,. approved its final Environmental Impact Report which. bas, 
been filed with the Commission. The CO!ll1llission has ,considered ,applic:ant~s' 
final Environmental Impact Report and Notice of'Deteminationand'find~ , ' 
that the benefits of the proposed project, outweigh any adverse effects, 

and that the proposed project should be approved. 

C 0 NC,L US IO' N S - - - -.. - - - - -,~ --. e On the basis of the foregoing findings" we conclude that . ," 

the applic~tion shoulcl. be granted as set forth in the,' following' order: ' 
" 

OB,Q!B. 

1. The City of Fremont is authorized to construct the Durham" 
Road Overhead over, and the Grimmer Boulevard Unde:rpass under, the , 
tracks of the Southern P."lcific Transportation Company and"The Western 

'.'" . 
Pacific Railroad Company in the City:of Fremont, Alameda County, as 
set forth in 'the findings of this decision. 

2. Within thirty days after completion, pursuant to this order,' 
applicant shall so advise the Commission in writing. . . . -," ' 

This authorization shall expire if not exercised within three 
years unless time be extended or if the, above conditions' are '. not 
complied with. Authorization may be- revoked or ~odificd iipu1>lic con­
venience, necessity or safety so require. 

-3-., 



A. 56969 'l'I.R 

The effeet:ive dat:e of this order shall be twenty days after 
tae date hereof. 

Dat:ed at ~_-.;;.;S:l:a....;....;.Dtegc>;.. • .;;.:;;:.;.. ____ ~' California, .. ' this·· 31M" 
d f JANUARY 1978 ay 0 _________ ~ .• 

.. , ..... . ..'" I 

').:. 

Comm1SS1onorve:rnon' L.· St tire;&o~, .. ;" bo~ng'~> 
2lccossarllyo.bsen't ~ cl:td.llotPArt1:c1PMe:< 
in tho. d1S~0s.tt1on· o~'.,th1s,::pro cocd1ng';;" 

• • t· ,,', "'.,1" 

.' ' 
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